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Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of Claims 1-7 in the reply filed on February 
9, 2007 is acknowledged. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-7 are objected to because of the following informalities: the elected 
claims are replete with grammatical errors and do not conform to standard US practice. 
The claims should be amended below to overcome this objection. Furthermore, the 
current prior art rejection is being based upon the below amended claims. 

1 . (amended) A system that asymmetrically stimulates at le ast the parvocellular and the 
magnocellular pathways of the b i nocu l ar visual processing center of a brain while 
displaying ef at least one set of displayed images comprising: 

a means for controlling of ambient lighting conditions in ord o r to induce mesopic 
vision for both eyes; 

a means for storing and/or displaying at least one set of images that are either 
stationary or transient; 

a means for blocking peripheral vision of the space outside of the sa\4 means of 
for displaying images; and 

an arrangement of optics that asymm e tr i ca ll y st i mu l at e s a t le ast provides an 
asymmetrical stimulation of the parvocellular and piagnocellular pathways of the 
b+TOGu4aF visual processing center of the brain of th e at lea st on e s e t of imag e s . 
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2. (amended) The system A m e ans as claimed in claim 1 wherein the step means ef for 
controlling of ambient lighting comprises: 

coarse adjustment of a room's general illumination; and 
fine adjustment of the light intensities reaching each eye with an independent 
control of broad spectrum optical attenuation filters. 

3. (amended) The system A m e ans as claimed in claim 1 wherein the step means ef for 
displaying at least one set of images is created for each eye either chemically, 
electronically or optically such that at least two sets of displayed images are viewed 
simultaneously. 

4. (amended) The system A m ea ns as claimed in claim 1 wherein the step means of for 
creating at least one set of images for each eye comprises means for creating two sets 
of images, one set for each eye, which are simultaneously displayed for each eye. 

5. (amended) The system A m e ans as claimed in claim 1 wherein the step means ef for 
blocking peripheral vision of the space outside of the sa\4 means ef for displaying 
images comprises: 

spatial filters; and 

refractive and/or reflective and/or dispersive optics for lateral and/or angular 
magnification of an image. 

6. (amended) The system A m e ans as claimed in claim 1 wherein the st o p c o ns ist i ng of 
an arrangement of optics that asymm e tr i cally stimulat e s at le ast the ftarvoc ell u lar a nd 
m a g n o ce l lul a r path w a ys of th e binocular visual proc e ssing of at l e ast on e s e t of i mages 
is independently controlled with respect to each eye's view and comprises at least one 
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of spatial andfor optical filters that are selected from the group consisting of solid, liquid 
or gaseous filter material. 

7. (amended) The system A m e ans as claimed in claim 1 wherein the st e p consist i ng of 
an arrangement of optics that asymmetr i ca l ly stimu l at e s at l e ast th o pa r voc ell u laFand 
magnoc ell u l ar pathways of th e binocul a r v i sua l proc e ss i ng of at l ea st on e s e t of im a g e s 
further comprises simultaneously viewing at least two sets of images, at leas tone set by 
each eye and that the at least two sets are made distinguishable in terms of size, 
shape, color, hue, luminosity contrast, resolution, and/or brightness. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: In line 6 of the 
amended claim, "a means for storing and/or displaying" is objected to due because a 
single means is incapable of performing both storing and displaying. Furthermore, due 
to the fact that Claim 3 further limits a displaying means, it appears that "a means for 
storing and/or displaying" should read as "a means for displaying". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

4. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: In line 1 of the 
claim, "the means for creating at least one set of images" lacks antecedent basis 
because Claim 1 does not disclose a means for creating images. Claim 4 should either 
be amended to recite Claim 1 "further comprises" a means for creating images, or, the 
claim should be amended to read as "the means for displaying" images. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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5. Claims 1,3,4 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: The 
claims recite "two sets" of images, while the current specification does not support more 
than one set of images being displayed to the person at a single time. In Claim 4, it 
states that one set is displayed to one eye and the second set is displayed to the 
second eye. However, based on the dictionary definition of "set", the word "set" implies 
that there is a pair of images in the set for displaying a single image to each eye at the 
same time. Therefore, the "one set" should read as "one image" and the "two sets" 
should read as "one set". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. The claim discloses a means for blocking peripheral vision 
utilizing "refractive and/or reflective and/or dispersive optics for lateral and/or angular 
magnification of an image". The current specification does not support the above means . 
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for magnifying an image let alone blocking peripheral vision utilizing the above optical 
arrangement. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hofeldt (5,099,858) in view of Watt (3,782,364). 

Hofeldt discloses a means for applying a stereoscopic image to the eyes of a 
person and further discloses a means for storing at least one image that is either 
stationary or transient; an arrangement that provides an asymmetrical stimulation of the 
parvocellular and magnocellular pathways of the visual processing center of the brain; 
and the arrangement of optics is independently controlled with respect to each eye and 
comprises a spatial or optical filter that is solid. See Figures 1-6; Column 4, lines 37-68; 
Column 5; and Column 6, lines 1-31. 

Hofeldt however fails to disclose a means for controlling ambient lighting 
conditions to induce mesopic vision for both eyes; and a means for blocking peripheral 
vision of the space outside of the displaying means. 

Watt discloses a means for testing eyes and further discloses a means for 
controlling ambient lighting conditions to induce mesopic vision for both eyes (see 
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Column 3, lines 46-57); and a means for blocking peripheral vision (20) of the space 
outside of the displaying means. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the means of Hofeldt to include a means of controlling 
ambient lighting and limiting the peripheral vision, as per the teaching of Watt, since it 
would provide a means of controlling a vision test. 

1 1 . Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hofeldt 
(5,099,858) and Watt (3,782,364) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Lieberman (3,832,041). 

Hofeldt and Watt, as discussed above, disclose a means for testing a person's 
eyesight and further disclose an adjustment means of the light intensities reaching the 
eyes with an independent control of broad spectrum optical attenuation filters, but fail to 
disclose a coarse adjustment of a room's general illumination. 

Lieberman discloses a means of testing a person's eyesight and further disclose 
the coarse adjustment of a room's lighting through the use of a rheostat. See Column 2, 
lines 6-9. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Hofeldt and Watt to include the ability 
to adjust the general illumination of the system, as per the teachings of Lieberman, 
since it is well known in the art to adjust ambient lighting during a vision test or during a 
visual presentation. 
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12. Claims 3, 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hofeldt (5,099,858) and Watt (3,782,364) as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Ohmura et al (2002/0001472 A1). 

Hofeldt and Watts, as discussed above, disclose a means of displaying a 
stereoscopic image to a person, but fail to disclose displaying a pair of images to the 
person simultaneously; and a means of creating a pair of images for simultaneous 
display to the person's eyes. 

Ohmura et al discloses a means of displaying a stereoscopic image to a person 
and further disclose displaying a pair of images to the person simultaneously; and a 
means of creating a pair of images for simultaneous display to the person's eyes. See 
Figure 46; and Paragraphs 0413-0415. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Hofeldt and Watts to utilize a pair of 
images to produce a stereoscopic image, as per the teachings of Ohmura et al, since it 
is well known to utilize a pair of images to produce a stereoscopic image. Furthermore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make the images 
distinguishable in terms of size, shape, color, hue, luminosity contrast, resolution, and/or 
brightness, since it is well known in the art to modify the images to produce a 
stereoscopic image through the modification of a size, shape, color, hue, luminosity 
contrast, resolution, and/or'brightness of the images. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Szmal whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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4733. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, with second Fridays 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Max Hindenburg can be reached on (571) 272-4726. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

BS 



